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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C, 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1. Claims 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lord at al [US 6.455,851] 

Regarding claim 1 , the claimed a system for managing visual images of vehicles, 
comprising: a first digital video image collector positioned to capture a first data file that 
is representative of a visual image of at least one feature of a first vehicle moving on a 
roadway, the first digital video image collector including a first communications port (the 
camera 26 capturing digital images of an approaching vehicle 22, and communicating to 
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an operator PC 24, see Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 27-39 and col. 5, lines 10-16); and the 
computing device having a processor, a memory, and a second communications port 
(the operator computer PC 24 includes a memory for storing digital images captured by 
the camera 26, see Fig. 1, col. 5, lines 12-16; and the first communications link between 
the first communications port and the second communications port (the standard cable 
for connecting between the camera 26, analyzer 18 and the operator PC 24, see Fig. 1 , 
col. 3, lines 44-47 and col. 4, lines 36-42); and the first information collection device 
comprising an open path emission sensor in communication with the computer, the first 
information collection device having a first emissions illumination source to illuminate 
emissions of the first vehicle and positioned to capture emissions data corresponding to 
the first vehicle (the IR radiation 10 and UV radiation 12 sensors illuminate the 
emissions 20 of the vehicle 22 for capturing the emissions 20 as well as speed and 
acceleration of a vehicles 22. The captured information is send to the operator PC 24, 
see Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 28-67 and col. 5, lines 1-18); but Lord at al fails to disclose a 
first illumination source positioned to illuminate the at least one feature of the first 
vehicle. However, Lord et al teaches that the video camera 26 is for capturing the 
license plate of vehicle 22 when passing through the detection area, see Fig. 1 , col. 4, 
lines 28-48. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art to recognize 
that the video camera is normally provided with light source radiating at a person, an 
object such as a moving vehicle at the detection area during a night-time, darkness or a 
low light level, so that the capture images of vehicle 22 license plate can be seen by the 
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operator's monitor or can be printed on a paper. The video camera lighting system is 
well known to an artisan for properly capturing images in the dark. 

Regarding claim 12, the method claimed limitations are met by the apparatus claim 
cited in respect to claim 1 above, and including the computer programming (the 
operator personal computer PC 24 and analyzer PC 56, see Figs. 1-4, col. 6, lines 37- 
40). 

2. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lord 
et ai [US 6,455.851] in view of Taki [US 6,892.262]. 

Regarding claim 2, Lord et al fails to disclose the first communication port is capable of 
transferring data at a transfer rate substantially equal to at least one of 100, 200 and 
400 megabits per second. However, Lord et al teaches that the digital camera images, 
speed, acceleration and the emission images are communicating with the operator PC 
24 via a standard digital data communication protocols, see Figs. 1-4, col. 3, lines 44-47 
and col. 4, lines 28-42. Taki suggests that a serial bus interface device such as IEEE 
1394 serial bus having a high data transfer speed of 100 to 400 megabits per second 
and supports two kinds of transfer modes. The IEEE 1394 serial bus is connecting 
between a digital camera 102 and a personal computer 101 for transferring digital 
images there between, see Fig. 3, abstract, col. 1, lines 6-20, col. 4, lines 42-57. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to substitute the IEEE 1394 serial bus interface of Taki for the standard 
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digital data communication protocols of Lord et al for providing a faster speed of 
transferring digital image data with identification information and reduce of loosing data. 

Regarding claim 3, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Lord et al 
and Taki in respect to claims 1 and 2 above. 

Regarding claim 4, ail the claimed subject matters are discussed between Lord et al 
and Taki in respect to claims 1 and 2 above. 

3. Claims 5-7, 10, 13-16 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lord et al [US 6,455,851] in view of Lock [US 6.919,823]. 
Regarding claim 5, Lord et al fails to disclose the second digital video image collector 
to capture a second data file that is representative of a visual image of at least one 
feature of a second vehicle moving on a roadway and the second digital camera 
including a third communications port, and the second video illumination source 
positioned to illuminate the at least one non-emissions feature of the second vehicle. 
However, Lord et al teaches of a single digital camera 26 being selectively positioned 
to capture images of a vehicle 22 traveling along a roadway 14, see Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 
36-42. Lock suggests that a digital camera 18 captures images of a vehicle crossing a 
traffic lane A having sensor 22, and a second digital camera 19 captures images of a 
vehicle crossing a traffic lane B having a sensor 23. The digital cameras 18 and 19 are 
connected to a digital computer 20 for processing and recording digital images, see 
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Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, lines 27-46 and col. 4, lines 25-30, Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the two 
digital cameras of Lock with a single digital camera of Lord at al in order to capture 
more than vehicles traveling on different lanes or roads since the highway or mayor 
road having at least two lanes for improving of traffic congestions. 

Regarding claim 6, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Lord at al 
and Lock in respect to claims 1 and 5 above. 

Regarding claim 7, all the claimed subject matters are discussed between Lord at al 
and Lock in respect to claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 10, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord at al and Taki and Lock in respect to claims 4 and 5 above. 

Regarding claim 13, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord at al and Taki in respect to claims 2 and 12 above. 

Regarding claim 14, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord at al and Taki in respect to claims 3 and 12 above. 
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Regarding claim 15, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki in respect to claims 3 and 12 above, and including a single 
house (the camera 26, see Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 16, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki in respect to claims 1 and 2 above. 

Regarding claim 20, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki and Lock in respect to claims 1 and 2 above, 

4. Claims 8, 9. 18, 19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lord et al and Taki and further in view of Lock [US 6,919,823]. 
Regarding claim 8, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki and Lock in respect to claims 2 and 5 above. 

Regarding claim 9, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki and Lock in respect to claims 3 and 5 above. 

Regarding claim 18, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki and Lock in respect to claims 5 and 12 above. 
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Regarding claim 19, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et ai and Taki and Lock in respect to claim 1 8 above. 

Regarding claim 21, all the claimed subject matters are discussed and combined 
between Lord et al and Taki and Lock in respect to claims 5 and 20 above. 

Conclusion 

5. The amended claimed limitations filed on 05 April 2006 are still meet by a 
reference of Lord et al as rejected above. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to primary examiner Van Trieu whose telephone number 
is (571) 272-2972, The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 7:00 AM to 
3:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Mike Horabik can be reached on (571) 272-3068. 



Van Trieu 
Primary Examiner 
Date: 6/22/06 


